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Attachment to Advisory Action 

Applicant’s response has been entered and considered, but, rejection of claims 
17, 18 and 22-33 is maintained for reason of record with following response. 

Again, a comparison must be based on the closest prior art. White et al teach 
melt-capping of PPE with polysalicylate (Example 4 (Sal C in table II)) with or without 
the presence of polystyrene during capping. Thus, the instant examples 2, 3, 5 and 6 
are taught by White et al. The instant claims further recites the presence of impact 
modifier, reinforcing filler and/or flame retardant over White et al and said examples 2, 

3, 5 and 6. Again, any comparison between melt-capped of PPE with polvsalicvlate 
(taught bv White et ah and melt-capped of PPE with polvsalicvlate with said impact 
modifier, reinforcing filler and/or flame retardant, which are art well known and obvious 
additives, has not been shown contrary to applicant’s assertion . 

In other words, applicant’s attempt to explain unexpected result based on 
applicant’s own choosing lacks probative value. 

Applicant asserts that the comparison of examples 8 and 1 0 would show 
unexpected result of the example 10, but the melt-capping of PPE with polysalicylate is 
already taught by White et al and the example 8 (HIPS) and example 10 (XPS rather 
than HIPS) contain different polymers and thus the criticality of SEBS cannot be seen. 
Again, note that the base composition must be the same for a fair comparison. 

Applicant’s reasoning with respect to the data for examples 1 , 2, 7 and 8 has little 
probative value since example 1 is immaterial and since examples 2 is taught by White 
et al and since examples 7 and 8 containing HIPS are also immaterial. 
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Applicant’s reasoning with respect to the data for examples 12, 13 and 16 also 
has little probative value since examples 12 and 13 except glass are taught by White et 
al and since example 16 other than additive are also taught by White et al. Both 
examples 1 1 and 14 do not have melt-capped of PPE with polysalicylate (taught by 
White et al) and thus the use of said examples 1 1 and 14 as a base has no probative 
value. Also, a particular type of PPO is not claimed limitation and thus any reference to 
the type of PPO lacks probative value. 

Again, even if table 2 had any probative value (the examiner does not think as 
though), scope of claims is broader than actual showing (including amounts of 
components). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tae H. Yoon whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
1128. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor, David Wu can be reached on (571 ) 272-1 114. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



THY/September 25, 2010 



/Tae H Yoon/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1796 




